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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: On page 16, line 31, 
the word "entry" was used repetitively. It is believed the Applicant meant the following: "Errors 
may arise due to human error in entry of the sterilization process information". Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 12 is objected to because of the following informalities: Applicant should replace 
"a report" with "the report". Proper antecedent basis was provided for in claim 1. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1, 3-4, 6-7, 9-10, and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kippenhan et. al., [U.S. Patent No. 6,485,979]. 
Regarding claim 1, Kippenhan teaches a method for: 

receiving sterilization process information from a sterilization facility via a computer 
network (See Fig. 4; See Specification, col. 19, line 65 to col. 20, line 40); 
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generating a report based on the received information (See Specification, col. 20, lines 
17-40 - provides a user with the ability to view a detailed account of information, such as 
sterilization process information, on the user's computer screen); and 

providing a network client with access to the sterilization process information via the 
computer network (See Fig. 4, See Specification, col. 21, lines 30-35 & col. 22, lines 51-53), 

Regarding claim 3, Kippenhan teaches a method where providing access to the report 
includes transmitting the report to the network client via the computer network (See 
Specification, col. 20, lines 12-16). 

Regarding claim 4, Kippenhan teaches a method where providing access to the report 
includes serving a document containing the report upon request by the network client (See 
Specification, col. 19, line 65 to col. 21, line 67 - a user is provided access to a detailed account 
of information on his computer screen via the computer network when he requests such 
information from the computer network by logging onto and searching for such information). 

Regarding claim 6, Kippenhan teaches a method where generating a report includes 
archiving the sterilization process information and generating the report based on the 
sterilization process information upon request by the networi< client (See Specification, col. 5, 
lines 26-39 - sterilization process information is stored in a storage medium, i.e. archived, 
where the sterilization process information is reported to the user on his computer screen via 
the computer network). 

Regarding claim 7, Kippenhan teaches a method where generating a report includes 
arranging the sterilization process information to illustrate compliance with sterilization process 
standards (See Specification, col. 21, lines 52-67 -system provides user with sterilization 
process information illustrating appropriate sterilizer for compliance with sterilization process 
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standards; See Specification, col. 22, lines 36-53 - system arranges sterilization process 
information to assist the user in properly perfomiing sterilization procedures). 

Regarding claim 9, Kippenhan teaches a method where generating a report includes 
Identifying individual sterilization loads and load contents (See Specification, col. 21, lines 27- 
67; col. 22, lines 36-53 - the system provides the user access to information relating to the 
status of articles in the sterilization system, i.e. individual sterilization loads, sterilization packs 
and contents of the pack, load number etc.); 

Regarding claim 10, Kippenhan teaches a method where the report includes sterilization 
processing characteristics for the individual sterilization loads, the sterilization processing 
characteristics for each load including at least one of type of sterilizer, sterilizer identification, 
cycle time, sterilization time, temperature, pressure, humidity, and sterilant concentration (See 
Specification, col. 22, lines 36-54 - user's computer screen for sterilization monitoring tracking 
system identifies a particular pack, i.e. load, to be subjected to the sterilization procedure and 
assists the user to con-elate information from a sterilization indicator, i.e. type of sterilizer, 
sterilization identification, etc., with information relating to the particular items to be sterilized, 
i.e. particular parameters, such as temperature, pressure, humidity, and sterilant concentration, 
would be provided to correspond with the particular load to be sterilized). 

Regarding claim 51 , Kippenhan teaches a method for: 

receiving sterilization process information from a sterilization facility via a computer 
network (See Fig. 4; See Specification, col. 19, line 65 to col. 20, line 40); 

generating a cost report based on the received infomiation (See Specification, col. 20. 
lines 17-40 - provides a user with the ability to view a detailed account of information, such as 
sterilization process infomriation, on the user's computer screen; system improves cost 
management - management of sterilization process information and other infonnation impacting 
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cost is viewable as a detailed account of information or a report on the user's computer screen); 
and 

providing a network client with access to the sterilization process information via the 
computer network (See Fig. 4. See Specification, col. 21, lines 30-35 & col. 22, lines 51-53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not Identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966). that are applied for establishing a background for detennining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

2. Claims 2, 8, and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kippenhan in view of Swor et. al., [U.S. Patent No. 6,148,297] 

Kippenhan teaches the method as defined in claim 1 above. 

Kippenhan fails to teach that the network client (user) is associated with a reviewer that 
analyzes the report to evaluate compliance with sterilization process standards. Kippenhan 
further fails to teach that the network client is a regulatory agency or an audit organization. 
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Kippenhan further fails to teach that the report includes integrating sterilization process 
information received from two or more of the sterilization facilities. 

Sworet aL fU.S. Patent No. 6,148,2971 

Swor teaches each of the aspects identified above that Kippenhan fails to teach. 

Regarding claim 2, Swor teaches a system and method where the network client (user) 
is associated with a reviewer that analyzes information to evaluate regulatory compliance (See 
claim 17 - the remote facility [user] comprises a regulatory agency [reviewer] with means for 
regulatory compliance). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan with the method of Swor because increased demands have been 
placed upon health information systems [including sterilization systems] to require extensive 
information dissemination, record-keeping, and report generation in compliance with regulatory 
standards (See Specification, col. 1, line 13-18). It would have been obvious to associate a 
reviewer (internal or external) with the network client (user) to analyze the sterilization process 
information received from sterilization facilities in monitoring regulatory compliance, i.e. 
sterilization process standards, which are usually set by regulatory agencies. 

Regarding claim 8, Swor teaches a system and method where the network client (user) 
or remote facility is a regulatory agency or audit organization (See Specification, col. 3, lines 20- 
6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with the method of Swor because, as indicated above, 
the requirement to comply with regulatory or industry standards creates the need for regulatory 
or governing agencies to have access to the information, in this case, sterilization process 
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information. It would have been obvious that the network client (user) could be a regulatory 
agency or an audit organization. This would provide the regulatory agency or audit organization 
with direct access to the information they are evaluating for regulatory compliance. 

Regarding claims 11-12, Swor teaches a system and method for gathering and receiving 
information from multiple facilities. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan with the method of Swor for receiving information from multiple 
facilities because the use of a computer network not only allows multiple network clients (users) 
to access sterilization process information but it also allows multiple sterilization facilities to 
transmit sterilization process infomiation. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to generate 
reports for the sterilization process information received from the multiple sterilization facilities 
(duplicating part for a multiple effect, See In re Harza, 274 F.2d 669, 671 , 124 USPQ 378, 380 
(CCPA I960)). Additionally, it would have also been obvious to generate reports that integrate 
sterilization process information received from two or more of the sterilization facilities because 
the network client (user) may want to compare or evaluate Infomiation from multiple sterilization 
facilities, i.e. a regulatory agency may wish to compare sterilization process information from 
two or more sterilization facilities to identify trends or discrepancies with the information. 

3. Claims 5, 18, 20-24. 26-27, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kippenhan in view of Derzay et. al., [U.S. Patent No. 6,578,002]. 

Kippenhan teaches the method as defined above in claim 1. Kippenhan further teaches 
generating a cost report based on received information (See Specification col. 20, lines 17-40; 
See rationale for claim 51 above). 
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Kippenhan fails to teach a method where the document containing the report is a web 
page. Kippenhan further fails to teach a client computer, associated with a sterilization facility, 
that transmits sterilization process information via a computer network and a network server that 
receives the sterilization process information from the client computer via the computer network, 
generates a report based on the received infonnation, and provides a network client with access 
to the report via the computer network. 

Derzavet. al.. fU.S. Patent No. 6.578.0021 

Derzay teaches each of the aspects identified above that Kippenhan fails to teach. 

Regarding claim 5, Derzay teaches (See Fig. 14) the method where providing access to 
the report includes serving a document (via a web page) containing the report upon request by 
the network client (web page 110; See Specification, col. 21, lines 6-10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the network client (user) with access to the report by serving the document via 
a web page containing the report upon request by the network client because it is customary to 
provide or transmit information over the Worid-Wide Web. Providing access to the reported 
sterilization process information to a network client (user) via a website allows the user to 
access the information from multiple sites, including publicly accessible sites outside of the 
computer network. 

Regarding claim 18, Derzay teaches a client computer (workstation 72 and field service 
units 24) that transmits information via a computer network and a network server (processing 
system 84 which may include one or a plurality of computers, as well as dedicated hardware or 
software servers) that receives the infonnation from the client computer via the computer 
network ("proprietary or dedicated networks, as well as open networks"), generates a report 
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based on the received information (system provides reported information on operating 
parameters, service histories, comparison of data, etc), and provides a network client with 
access to the report via the computer network, i.e. via the networks and client computer noted 
above (See Specification, col. 6, line 32 to col. 7, line 7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan with the system and method of Derzay because transmission of 
information over the Internet or through a computer network commonly originates from a 
computer, in this case, from the computer of the sterilization facility, i.e. the client computer. 
Subsequently, network servers are commonly used with computer networks. Network servers 
function to receive transmitted information and process or store such information. 

Regarding claim 20. because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made for the network server to provide access to the report by transmitting the 
report to the network client via the computer network (See rationale for claims 3 and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 21, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made for the network server to provide access to the report by serving a 
document containing the report upon request by the network client (See rationale for claim 4 
and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 22, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious for the network server to provide access to the 
report by serving a document in the form of a web page containing the report upon request by 
network client (See rationale for claim 5, 18, and 21 above). 
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Regarding claim 23, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networl<s, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made for the network server to archive the sterilization process information and 
generate the report upon request by the network client (See rationale for claim 6 and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 24, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious for the network server to generate a report 
including arranging the sterilization process information to illustrate compliance with sterilization 
process standards (See rationale for claim 7 and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 26, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious for the network server to generate a report 
which identifies individual sterilization load and load contents (See rationale for claims 9 and 18 
above). 

Regarding claim 27, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious for the network server to generate a report 
which includes sterilization processing characteristics for the individual sterilization loads, the 
sterilization processing characteristics for each load including at least one of type of sterilizer, 
sterilizer identification, cycle time, sterilization time, temperature, pressure, humidity, and 
sterilant concentration (See rationale for claims 10 and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 52, because it is common for networi< servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networi<s, it would have been obvious for the network server to generate such a report 
for cost management based on the received information and subsequently providing a networi< 
client with access to the report via the computer network (See rationale for claims 18 and 51 
above). 
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4. Claims 1 3-1 5 and 35-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kippenhan in view of Guerindon et. al. [U.S. Patent No. 5,193,065]. 

Kippenlian teaclies the method as defined in claim 1 above. 

Kippenhan fails to teach a method further detemiining consumption of a quantity of 
sterilization material by the sterilization facility and processing an order for delivery of an 
additional quantity of the sterilization material to the sterilization based on the determination. 

Kippenhan also fails to teach that the sterilization material, whose consumption is 
determined and replenished, includes at least one of sterilant, pack material, and indicators. 
The references also fail to teach a method further receiving an order for sterilization material 
from the sterilization facility and processing the order to direct delivery of the sterilization 
material to the sterilization facility. 

Kippenhan also fails to teach the method comprising receiving sterilization process 
information from a sterilization facility via a computer network, determining consumption of a 
quantity of a sterilization material by the sterilization facility based on the sterilization process 
information, and processing an order for delivery of an additional quantity of the sterilization 
material to the sterilization facility based on the determination. 

Guerindon, et ai, [U.S. Patent No. 5.193.0651 

Guerindon teaches each of the aspects identified above that Kippenhan fails to teach. 

Regarding claims 13 and 15, Guerindon teaches a system for requisitioning and 
distributing material in a manufacturing environment. Guerindon teaches a system that 
determines consumption of a quantity of material by a manufacturing facility; produces an 
electronic signal, which is received by the computer system (network), indicating that material 
has been depleted or consumed; and [the computer system (network)] processes an order for 
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delivery of an additional quantity of the material to the facility based on the determination. (See 
Specification, col. 3. lines 29-47). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan with the method and system of Guerindon because managing a 
sterilization facility, or a manufacturing facility, requires managing costs and the efficiency of 
processes. In today's business e-commerce and Internet world, it would have been obvious to 
automate the supply and demand system of the sterilization facilities, contemplated in 
Kippenhan, with a method to determine consumption of sterilizing material by the sterilization 
facility or to receive orders for sterilization material from sterilization facilities and subsequently 
to replenish such sterilization material through an electronic, automated system as in 
Guerindon. 

Regarding claim 14, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made that the sterilization material would at least the sterilant, pack 
material, or indicators. These materials are customary materials used in a sterilization facility 
and in sterilization processes as described in the method of Kippenhan (See Specification, col. 
22, lines 36-46). 

Regarding claim 35, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Kippenhan with the method of Guerindon where 
sterilization process information is received, consumption of a quantity of sterilization material is 
determined, and an order for delivery of an additional quantity of the sterilization material is 
processed - a combination of claims 1 and 13 (See rationale for claim 13 above). 

Regarding claim 36, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention wjas made to modify Kippenhan with the method of Guerindon where 
sterilization process information is received, consumption of a quantity of sterilization material is 
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determined, and an order for delivery of an additional quantity of the sterilization material is 
processed, where the sterilization material includes at least one of sterilant, pack material, and 
indicators - a combination of claims 1,13, and 14 (See rationale for claim 14 above). 

Regarding claim 37, Kippenhan further teaches that the sterilization material further 
includes electronic information for generation of a printed indicator and a method further 
comprising transmitting the electronic information to the client via the computer network (See 
Specification, col. 25, lines 30-52 - sterilization indicator is capable of providing information 
relating to the efficacy of the sterilization process which can be printed out as a bar code, further 
allowing for computer means for user access). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan, as defined above, with the method of Guerindon (See rationale for 
claim 13 above). 

Regarding claim 38, Kippenhan further teaches that the sterilization material includes 
self-indicating ink and a method for further comprising delivering a quantity of the ink to the 
client (See Specification, col. 25, lines 1-14 - ink correlating means for correlating a pre- 
determined sterilization sensitive indicating ink to a sterilization procedure. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan, as defined above, with the method of Guerindon (See rationale for 
claim 13 above). 

Regarding claim 39, Kippenhan teaches a method where the sterilization process 
information includes characteristics of a sterilization process, the method further comprising 
identifying a type of the sterilization material based on the characteristics of the sterilization 
process (See Specification, col. 24, lines 27-36). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan, as defined above, with the method of Guerindon (See rationale for 
claim 13 above). 

5. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kippenhan in 
view of Mclllwaine et. al. [U.S. Patent No. 6,628,777]. 

Kippenhan teaches the method as defined in claim 1 above. Kippenhan further teaches 
providing access to information relating to sterilization materials and processes (See 
Specification, col. 21, lines 27-67). 

Kippenhan fails to teach a method further providing interactive communication between 
technical personnel knowledgeable in sterilization processes and sterilization facility personnel. 

Mclllwaine et ai fU.S. Patent No. 6.628J771 

Mclllwaine teaches each of the aspects identified above that Kippenhan fails to teach. 

Mclllwaine teaches a system which provides interactive communication between 
technical personnel and customers or other constituents of an organization. Mclllwaine further 
teaches a system that incorporates use of an e-mail help desk to provide technical support to 
employees and a web-based "chat" type system to provide information to sales prospects. 
Mclllwaine further teaches a system that identifies use of Broadband communications to 
delivery video information to a broad range of constituents through contact centers. All of these 
systems identified in Mclllwaine represent examples of managing customer communications 
and support through an interactive communication method between technical personnel 
knowledgeable in their respective field and external customers. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan with the system and method of Mclllwaine because, as with most 
electronic, automated information systems, technical support is customarily provided to the 
system's users. Because it is an objective of Kippenhan to utilize the efficiency and flexibility of 
network-based systems to manage, transfer, and monitor sterilization process information, a 
method for providing interactive technical support would be obvious. 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kippenhan in 
view of Starnes et. al. [U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2002/0194014]. 

Kippenhan teaches the method as defined in claim 1 above. 

Kippenhan fails to teach a method further accumulating information concerning best 
practices and trends in sterilization processing from multiple network clients and providing 
access to the best practices and trends information via the network. 

Starnes et aL fU.S. Patent Publication No, US 2002/0194014] 
Starnes teaches each of the aspects identified above that Kippenhan fails to teach. * 
Starnes teaches an information management system and methods in which the host 
computer accumulates best practices information and trends of information from multiple 
sources and provides access to the best practice and trend information to users via a network 
(See Specification, p. 3, col. 2, [0037]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan with the system and method of Starnes because this would allow 
network clients (users) to learn of best practices of other sterilization facilities with relation to 
sterilization processes. It would also have been obvious because this infomiation would provide 
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sterilization facilities with trend information and industry standards supplied by regulatory 
agencies or audit organizations in evaluating their own policies and procedures utilized within 
their facilities. 

7. Claims 19, 25, and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kippenhan and Derzay as applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Swor. 

Kippenhan and Derzay teach the method as defined in claim 18 above. 

Regarding claim 19, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with the method of Swor, which 
teaches the association of a reviewer that analyzes the report to evaluate compliance with 
sterilization process standards (See rationale for claims 2 and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 25, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with the method of Swor, which 
teaches that the network client is a regulatory agency or an audit organization (See rationale for 
claims 8 and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 28, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with the method of Swor, which 
teaches a system and method for gathering and receiving information from multiple facilities. 

It would have been obvious to provide a client computer, which includes multiple client 
computers that transmit sterilization process information for multiple sterilization facilities, and 
which the network server generates multiple reports for the multiple sterilization facilities 
because the client computer may represent a local area network (LAN) at the remote facilities, 
i.e. the sterilization facilities. Accordingly, this LAN would be transmitting sterilization process 
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information to the network server, wliich would generate multiple reports for the multiple 
sterilization facilities (See rationale for claims 1 1 and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 29, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with the method of Swor to 
generate reports that integrate sterilization process information received from two or more of the 
sterilization facilities because the network client (user) may want to compare or evaluate 
information from multiple sterilization facilities, i.e. a regulatory agency may wish to compare 
sterilization process information from two or more sterilization facilities to identify trends or 
discrepancies with the information (See rationale for claims 12 and 18 above). 

8. Claims 30-32 and 40-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kippenhan and Derzay as applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Guerindon. 

Kippenhan and Derzay teach the method as defined in claim 18 above. 

Regarding claims 30 and 31, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to 
manage computer networks, it would have been obvious to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with 
the method of Guerindon where the network server determines consumption of a quantity of a 
sterilization material by the sterilization facility, and process an order for delivery of an additional 
quantity of the sterilization material to the sterilization facility based on the determination, in 
which the sterilization material includes at least one of sterilant, pack material, and indicators 
(See rationale for claims 13, 14, and 18 above). 

Regarding claim 32, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with the 
method of Guerindon where the network server receives an order for sterilization material from 
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the sterilization facility, and process the order to direct delivery of the sterilization material to the 
sterilization facility (See rationale for claims 13, 15, and 18 above). 

Regarding claims 40 and 41 , because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay. to 
manage computer networks, it would have been obvious to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with 
the method of Guerindon where the network server determines consumption of a quantity of a 
sterilization material by the sterilization facility, and process an order for delivery of an additional 
quantity of the sterilization material to the sterilization facility based on the determination, in 
which the sterilization material includes at least one of sterilant, pack material, and indicators 
(See rationale for claims 13, 14, and 18 above). 

Regarding claims 42-44, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to 
manage computer networks, it would have been obvious to modify Kippenhan and Derzay with 
the method of Guerindon where the network server transmitted the electronic information for 
generation of a printed indicator to the client, processed an order for delivery of a quantity of the 
ink to the client, or identified a type of the sterilization material based on the characteristics of 
the sterilization process, as defined in claims 37-39 above, respectively (See rationale for claims 
13 and 37-39 above). 

9. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kippenhan and 
Derzay as applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Mclllwaine. 

Regarding claim 33, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious for the network server to access information 
relating to sterilization materials, to access information relating to sterilization processes, and 
provide interactive communication between technical personnel knowledgeable in sterilization 
processes and sterilization facility personnel (See rationale for claims 16 and 18 above). 
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10. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kippenhan and 
Derzay as applied to claim 18 above, and further in view of Starnes. 

Regarding claim 34, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to manage 
computer networks, it would have been obvious for the network server to accumulate 
information concerning best practices and trends in sterilization processing from multiple 
network clients and provide access to the best practices and trends information via the network 
(See rationale for claims 17 and 18 above). 

1 1 . Claims 45-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kippenhan, Guerindon, and Swor as applied to claim 35 above, and further in view of Brown, 
[U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2004/0098159]. 

Kippenhan and Guerindon teach the method of claim 35 above. Swor further teaches 
the method, which generates a report that indicates compliance with sterilization process 
standards based on the sterilization process information and further provides a reviewer with 
access to the report via the computer network (See claim 17 - the remote facility [user] 
comprises a regulatory agency [reviewer] with means for regulatory compliance). 

Kippenhan, Guerindon, and Swor fail to teach that the method further includes 
scheduling maintenance for sterilization equipment associated with the sterilization facility 
based on the sterilization process information. 

Brown. [U.S. Patent Application Publication No. US 2004/00981591 
Brown teaches each of the aspects identified above that Kippenhan. Guerindon, and 
Swor fail to teach. 
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Regarding claim 45, Brown teaches a metiioci for scheduling maintenance for equipment 
associated with a facility based on the sterilization process information (See Specification, p. 8. 
col. 2, [0093] to p. 9, col. 1 [0093]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kippenhan, Guerindon, and Swor with the method of Brown because Brown 
identifies that the duration of unit operations is dependent on the volume processed. By 
determining the consumption of a quantity of sterilization material and tracking the processing of 
orders for delivery of additional quantity of sterilization material, scheduled maintenance can be 
determined based on the volume of sterilant or other sterilization materials processed or 
consumed. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to provide access to a reviewer to monitor 
reported information, such as consumption, processing, and scheduled maintenance, in 
reviewing compliance with sterilization process standards based on the aforementioned 
sterilization process information. 

Regarding claim 46, it would have been obvious that the reviewer is a regulatory agency 
or an audit organization (See rationale for claims 8 and 45 above). 

Regarding claim 47, as identified in claims 9 and 10 above, Kippenhan teaches a 
method where the report identifies sterilization load and load contents (See Specification, col. 
21, lines 27-67; col. 22, lines 36-53 - see rationale for claim 9 above) and includes sterilization 
processing characteristics for the individual sterilization loads, the sterilization processing 
characteristics for each load including at least one of type of sterilizer, sterilizer identification, 
cycle time, sterilization time, temperature, pressure (See Specification, col. 22, lines 36-54 - 
see rationale for claim 10 above). Additionally, Kippenhan, Guerindon, Swor, and Brown teach 
the method of claim 45 above (See rationale for claim 45 above). 
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12. Claims 48-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kippenhan, Derzay, Guerindon, as applied to claim 30 above, and further in view of Swor and 
Brown. 

Kippenhan, Derzay, and Guerindon teach the method of claim 30 above; however, the 
references fail to teach a network server, which schedules maintenance for sterilization 
equipment associated with the sterilization facility based on the sterilization process information, 
generates a report that indicates compliance with sterilization process standards based on the 
sterilization process information, and provides a reviewer with access to the report via the 
computer network. 

As identified in claim 2 above, Swor teaches the method, which generates a report that 
indicates compliance with sterilization process standards based on the sterilization process 
information and further provides a reviewer with access to the report via the computer network 
(See claim 17 - the remote facility [user] comprises a regulatory agency [reviewer] with means 
for regulatory compliance), as identified in the rationale for claim 45 above. 

Brown teaches a method for scheduling maintenance for equipment associated with a 
facility based on the sterilization process information (See Specification, p. 8, col. 2, [0093] to p. 
9, col. 1 [0093]). 

Regarding claims 48, because it is common for network servers, as in Derzay, to 
manage computer networks, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Kippenhan, Derzay, and Guerindon with the methods of 
Swor and Brown because Brown identifies that the duration of unit operations is dependent on 
the volume processed. By determining the consumption of a quantity of sterilization material 
and tracking the processing of orders for delivery of additional quantity of sterilization material, 
scheduled maintenance can be determined based on the volume of sterilant or other 
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sterilization materials processed or consumed. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
include a method, which provides access to a reviewer to monitor reported information, such as 
consumption, processing, and scheduled maintenance, in reviewing compliance with 
sterilization process standards based on the aforementioned sterilization process infonnation. 

Regarding claim 49, it would have been obvious that the reviewer is a regulatory agency 
or an audit organization (See rationale for claims 8 and 46 above). 

Regarding claim 50, as identified above, Kippenhan teaches a method where the report 
identifies sterilization load and load contents (See Specification, col. 21, lines 27-67; col. 22, 
lines 36-53 - see rationale for claim 9 above) and includes sterilization processing 
characteristics for the individual sterilization loads, the sterilization processing characteristics for 
each load including at least one of type of sterilizer, sterilizer identification, cycle time, 
sterilization time, temperature, pressure (See Specification, col. 22, lines 36-54 - see rationale 
for claim 10 above). Additionally, Kippenhan, Derzay, Guerindon, Swor, and Brown teach the 
method of claim 48 above (See rationale for claim 48 above). 



Conclusion 

1 3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Brad Y. Chin whose telephone number is 571-272-2071. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 A.M. - 5:00 P.M. 



Application/Control Number: 10/029,355 



Page 23 



Art Unit: 1744 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Warden, can be reached at 571-272-1281 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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